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Art Unit: 2872 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 42 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 54 - 57 and 59 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

The limitation "said reflective material" (claims 54 and 55) lacks antecedent basis 
because it has not been previously recited. Suggested correction: make claims 54 and 55 
dependent on claim 53 instead of claim 42. 

The limitation "said recessed area" (claims 56, 57, and 59) lacks antecedent basis because 
it has not been previously recited. Suggested correction: make claims 56, 57, and 59 dependent 
on claim 55 instead of claim 42. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The indicated allowability of claims 14 - 22 and 24 - 41 is withdrawn in view of the 
newly discovered reference(s) to Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810 and US 3,335,693), Arbuckle et al 
(US 2,004,181), Harrison (US 2,389,234), and Taglieri (US 5,677,790). Rejections based on the 
newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3 - 13, 17, 19, 20, 22, 24 - 33, 38, 40 - 54, 58, 60, and 61 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810). 

Regarding claims 1, 3, 4, 22, 24, 25, and 42 - 45, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches an 
apparatus comprising a structure (reference 10) having first and second opposite ends (left and 
right ends in Figure 1), first and second opposite sides (references 12 and 14) and being adapted 
to be small in size (column 1 lines 17-21), wherein said first and second sides are reflective 
(column 5 lines 26 - 28 and column 7 lines 45 - 48), said structure being inherently adapted to 
reflect light no matter which side or which end is protruding (since both sides are covered 
entirely by mirrors). Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) does not teach the structure is adapted to be 
inserted into a pocket of clothing worn by a user. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to adapt the structure of Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) to be inserted into a pocket of clothing 
(including shirts and pants) worn by a user in order to enable the user to easily carry the 
structure. 

Regarding claims 5, 9, 26, 31, 46, and 50, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) discloses the 
claimed invention as described above except for the structure being adapted to protrude out of 
the pocket when seated in the pocket of the user. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to adapt the structure to protrude out of the 
pocket when seated in the pocket of the user, since such a modification would involve only a 
mere change in size of a component. Scaling up or down of an element which merely requires a 
change in size is generally considered as being within the ordinary skill in the art. One would 
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have been motivated to scale the size of the structure so that it protrudes out of the pocket when 
seated in the pocket of the user in order to facilitate the user remembering that the structure is in 
the pocket by being able to see the structure protruding from the pocket. 

Regarding claims 6, 29, and 47, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the structure is 
substantially oblong (Figure 1). 

Regarding claims 7 and 48, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the structure is 
substantially planar (Figure 3). 

Regarding claims 8, 30, and 49, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the structure is 
substantially rectangular (Figure 1). 

Regarding claims 10, 32, and 51, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the structure is 0.25 
inches thick (column 7 lines 42 - 44). 

Regarding claims 1 1, 27, and 52, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the structure is 
manufactured from reflective material (column 5 lines 26 - 28 and column 7 lines 45 - 48). 

Regarding claims 12, 33, and 53, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the reflective 
material is attached to said sides (column 5 lines 26 - 28 and column 7 lines 45 - 48). 

Regarding claims 13 and 54, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the reflective material is 
reflective tape (column 7 lines 45 - 48). 

Regarding claims 17, 38, and 58, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the structure 
includes at least one aperture (reference 20). 

Regarding claims 19, 20, 40, 41, 60 and 61, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the 
structure includes radiused corners (Figure 1). 
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Regarding claim 28, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the structure is manufactured 
from flexible material (column 5 lines 17 - 20). 

Claims 14, 15, 34, 35, 37, 55, and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) in view of Murray, Jr. (US 3,335,693). 

Regarding claims 14, 34, 37, and 55, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) teaches the apparatus as 
described above. Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) does not teach the structure includes at least one 
recessed area in said sides to accommodate said reflective material. 

Murray, Jr. (US 3,335,693) teaches an apparatus with at least one recessed area (created 
by reference 7 as shown in Figure 5) in a side to accommodate a reflective material (references 1 
- 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use the recessed area of Murray, Jr. (US 3,335,693) in the apparatus of Murray, Jr. (US 
5,777,810) in order to protect the edges of the reflective material. 

Regarding claims 15, 35, and 56, Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810 and US 3,335,693) discloses 
the claimed invention except for the dimensions of the recessed area. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to size the recessed area to 
cover the side of the structure, since such a modification would involve only a mere change in 
size of a component. Scaling up or down of an element which merely requires a change in size is 
generally considered as being within the ordinary skill in the art. One would have been motivated 
to scale the size of the recessed area to be 3.6 inches by 2. 1 inches by 0.2 inches in order to 
maximize the reflective area. 
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Claims 16, 36, and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) in view of Murray, Jr. (US 3,335,693) and further in view of 
Arbuckle et al. 

Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810 and US 3,335,693) teaches an apparatus as described above. 
Murray, Jr. does not teach the structure includes three recessed areas in each of the sides. 

Arbuckle et al teaches a structure with four recessed areas for reflective material in a side. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
the multiple recessed areas of Arbuckle et al in the apparatus of Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810 and 
US 3,335,693) in order to display user identification information. 

Claims 18, 39, and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810) in view of Murray, Jr. (US 3,335,693) and Arbuckle et al and further 
in view of Harrison. 

Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810 and US 3,335,693) in view of Arbuckle et al teaches an 
apparatus as described above. Murray, Jr. and Arbuckle et al do not teach the structure includes a 
pair of apertures between adjacent recessed areas. 

Harrison teaches a structure (Figure 10) with multiple reflective areas (i.e. references 27 
and 28) with pairs of apertures (reference 29) between adjacent reflective areas (i.e. there are a 
pair of reference 29 between references 27 and 28). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the placement of pairs of apertures of 
Harrison in the apparatus of Murray, Jr. (US 5,777,810 and US 3,335,693) in view of Arbuckle 
et al in order to provide multiple attachment points for the apparatus. 
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Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Murray, Jr. (US 
5,777,810 and US 3,335,693) in view of Arbuckle et al and Harrison and further in view of 
Taglieri. 

Murray Jr. in view of Arbuckle et al and Harrison teaches an apparatus as described 
above. Murray, Jr., Arbuckle et al, and Harrison do not teach the structure is adapted to 
removably attach to clothing. 

Taglieri teaches a structure that is adapted to removably attach to clothing (Figures 9 A, 
9B, 10A, and 10B). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use the adaptation to removably attach to clothing of Taglieri in the apparatus of 
Murray, Jr. in view of Arbuckle et al and Harrison in order to allow the apparatus to be used with 
multiple different pieces of clothing. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Denise S Allen whose telephone number is (571) 272-2305. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Drew A Dunn can be reached on (571) 272-23 12. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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